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n) Tiffany A Fetzner (3) . 

(2) Attorney Bella Fishman Rea. No. 37,485 , (4) . 

Date of Interview: 25 August 2004 Time: 4Dm 

Type of Interview: 

13 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes S No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

All of the Munsell US patent 5,982, 1 79 rejections. 

Claims discussed: 

1-18 

Prior art documents discussed: 
Munsell US patent 5,982, 1 79 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

13 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
examiner contacted applicant's representative to request pernnission to nnake an examiner's amendment to remove the 
Intended use issues from aplicanf s apparatus claims, correct numerous grammatical errors, and clarify that applicant's 
claims are drawn to a " mutinuclear frequency adjustable detachable wand" which is fully supported in applicant's 
original disclosure, and originally submitted title, as opposed to the prior art which dtects different nuclei by switching 
between a series of individually frequency tuned capacitor sticks. In applicant's invention the slidable collar enables 
different nuclei to be detected without requiring a separate capacitor stick. The examiner also infomried applicant's 
representative that the submitted replacement drawings of 08/13/2004 have stray toner lines from faxing and that a 
complete clean complete set of fonnal drawings would need to be submitted. The examiner was thanked for her time, 
and authorization to perform the examiner's amendment was given in order to place the application in condition for 
allowance. . 



